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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
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Status 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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4) E3 Claim(s) 1.3-16.46 and 49 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 9/18/2007. 

2. Claims 2, 17-45, 47, 48, 50 and 51 are canceled. 

3. The rejection to claims 46 and 49 with respect to 35 U.S.C. 101 has been 
withdrawn. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. The information disclosure statement filed on 8/2/2007 has been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 3-16, 46 & 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Reynolds (US-2003/01 25028) in view of Arimitsu (US- 
2001/0009853). 

Regarding claim 1, Reynolds teaches a communication terminal (Fig. 1 [8]) 
connectable to a plurality of communication systems (Fig. 1 [2, 4 & 6] and Page 1 
[0012]), said communication terminal comprising communication system selection 
means for deciding the communication system to which to connect, based upon a 
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communication link quality (Page 2 [0025]), and a connection policy set for each of said 
plurality of said communication systems (Page 2 [0017-0026]), wherein 

said connection policy that includes a priority of a connection; (Page 2 [0022]) 

and 

the communication system selection means comprises a means for making a 
connection to the communication system of which said communication link quality is 
equal to or more than a first threshold (Fig. 2 [116]), and yet of which said priority is 
highest (Fig. 2 [128]), with a change in the communication link quality. (Fig. 2 and 
Pages 2-3 [0028-0029]) Reynolds differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly 
reciting the connection policy includes a user-selected priority of a connection and the 
user-selected priority is highest. 

In an analogous art, Arimitsu teaches a method and apparatus for selecting 
networking systems in a mobile terminal including a user-selected priority that has the 
highest priority. (Fig. 2 and Page 4 [0049]) At the time the invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the connection 
priority system of Reynolds after modifying it to incorporate the user-selected priority of 
Arimitsu. One of oridnary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this since it 
enables the user to select a system depending upon connection fees (Arimitsu Page 2 
[0020]) or signal strength for power savings. (Arimitsu Page 3 [0030]) 

Regarding claim 3, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches said communication 
terminal wherein said connection policy includes connection advisability information 



Application/Control Number: Page 4 

10/811,992 

Art Unit: 2617 

indicating advisability of a connection set for each of said plurality of said 
communication systems; (Reynolds Page 2 [0017-0022]) and 

said communication system selection means comprises means for making a 
connection to the communication system of which said user-selected priority is highest 
(Arimitsu Fig. 2 and Page 4 [0049]), out of the communication systems of which said 
communication link quality is equal to or more than said first threshold, and yet of which 
said connection advisability information indicates pro, with a change in the 
communication link quality. (Reynolds Fig. 2 and Pages 2-3 [0028-0029]) 

Regarding claim 4, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches the communication 
terminal comprises a means for making a connection to the communication system of 
which said connection advisability information indicating con in response to a user's 
manual operation. (Reynolds Page 2 [0028]) 

Regarding claim 5, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches the communication 
terminal comprises means for setting so that said first threshold and said user-selected 
priority for each of said communication systems have a negative correlation. (Reynolds 
Pages 2-3 [0028], Fig. 2, Arimitsu Fig. 2 and Page 4 [0049]) 

Regarding claim 6, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches a communication 
terminal characterized in that said communication system selection means, which has a 
maximum simultaneous-connection communication system number, is means for 
disconnecting a connection to the communication system of which said user-selected 
priority is lowest in a case where the communication system number in connection 
exceeded said maximum simultaneous-connection communication system number, with 
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a change in the communication link quality. (Reynolds Page 3 [0034], Arimitsu Fig. 2 
and Page 4 [0049]) 

Regarding claim 7, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches a connection policy 
includes a second threshold of the communication link quality set for each of a plurality 
of the communication systems, with which a connection should be terminated; 
(Reynolds Page 2 [0025]) and 

said communication system selection means is means for disconnecting a 
connection to the communication system of which said communication link quality 
amounted to less than said second threshold, with a change in the communication link 
quality. (Reynolds Page 3 [0030] and Fig. 3) 

Regarding claim 8, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches a connection policy 
includes disconnection advisability information indicating advisability of a disconnection 
set for each of said plurality of said communication systems; (Reynolds Page 3 [0030- 
0034]) and 

said communication system selection means is means for disconnecting a 
connection to the communication system of which said user-selected priority is lowest, 
out of the communication systems of which said communication link quality is less than 
said second threshold, and yet of which said disconnection advisability information 
indicates pro, with a change in the communication link quality. (Reynolds Pages 3-4 
[0035-0042], Arimitsu Fig. 2 and Page 4 [0049]) 

Regarding claim 9, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches a communication 
terminal comprising means for disconnecting a connection to the communication system 
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of which said disconnection advisability information indicates con in response to a 
user's manual operation, or in response to deterioration in the above quality to the 
degree that the communication link is impossible to maintain. (Reynolds Page 3 [0033- 
0035]) 

Regarding claim 10, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches a communication 
terminal comprising means for setting so that said second threshold and said user- 
selected priority for each of said communication systems have a negative correlation. 
(Reynolds Page 3 [0031-0032], Arimitsu Fig. 2 and Page 4 [0049]) 

Regarding claim 13, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches that at least one of 
said user-selected priority, said first threshold, said second threshold, said connection 
advisability information, said disconnection advisability information, said notification 
advisability information, and said authentication advisability information is notified from 
said communication system side; (Reynolds Page 2 [0018-0022 & 0025], Arimitsu Fig. 2 
and Page 4 [0049]) and 

including means for receiving and setting this. (Reynolds Page 2 [0025], Page 3 
[0030] & Fig. 3) 

Regarding claim 14, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches the communication 
terminal characterized in including means for receiving a notification of offer-enable 
throughput based upon a congestion status of a wireless interface and a wire network 
from each of said plurality of said communication systems to set said user-selected 
priority so that said user-selected priority has a positive correlation as against said 
throughput. (Reynolds Page 2 [0025], Arimitsu Fig. 2 and Page 4 [0049]) 
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Regarding claim 15, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches the communication 
terminal comprising means for receiving a notification of accounting information from 
each of said plurality of said communication systems to set said user-selected priority 
so that said user-selected priority has a negative correlation as against said accounting 
information. (Reynolds Page 2 [0018], Arimitsu Fig. 2 and Page 4 [0049]) 

Regarding claim 16, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches the communication 
terminal is at least one of a wireless communication system and a wire communication 
system. (Reynolds Page 1 [0012] and Fig. 1) 

Regarding claim 46, the limitations of claim 46 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 49, the limitations of claim 49 are rejected as being the same 
reason set forth above in claim 1 . 

7. Claims 11 & 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reynolds in view of Arimitsu as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Balogh 
(US-6,870,822). 

Regarding claim 11, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu teaches the limitations of claim 
1 above, but differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting connection policy 
includes notification advisability information indicating whether or not a change in the 
connection status is notified to a user and including means for, in a case where said 
notification advisability information indicates pro, making a notification to the user in 
response to a connection/ disconnection to/ from the communication system by said 
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communication system selection means for each of said plurality of said communication 
systems. 

In an analogous art, Balogh teaches a method and system for mobility in a 
telecommunication system that includes a connection policy includes notification 
advisability information indicating whether or not a change in the connection status is 
notified to a user; (Fig. 4 [408]) and 

including means for, in a case where said notification advisability information 
indicates pro, making a notification to the user in response to a 
connection/disconnection to/from the communication system by said communication 
system selection means for each of said plurality of said communication systems. (Fig. 
4 [409] and Col. 8 line 43 through Col. 9 line 25) At the time thfe invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the system of 
Reynolds in view of Arimitsu after modifying it to incorporate the notification system of 
Balogh. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to do this since it 
gives the user control as to which wireless network the mobile device is connected. 

Regarding claim 12, Reynolds in view of Arimitsu and Balogh teaches the 
connection policy includes authentication advisability information indicating whether or 
not the user is prompted for inputting authentication information at the time of 
connection for each of said plurality of said communication systems; (Balogh Col. 4 
lines 27-37 & Col. 5 lines 29-38) and 

including means for, in a case where said authentication advisability information 
indicates pro, prompting the user for inputting the authentication information at the time 
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of initiating the connection by said communication system selection means to acquire 
and set a cryptography key for communication from the communication system in a 
case where the authentication succeeded. (Balogh Col. 4 lines 27-37 & Col. 5 lines 29- 
38) 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 46 and 49 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

9: Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) wilt be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Matthew C. Sams whose telephone number is (571)272- 
8099. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571)272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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